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FRANCOIS-PONC™” TO DISCUSS CHAD WITH LIBYAN ENVOY 





LD192046 Paris Domestic Service in French 1700 GMT 19 Dec 80 


[Text] This must be a special kind of Libyan humor: Colonel al-Qadhdhafi has just warned 
the world pewers against any kind of interference in Chad. The Libyan leader, who is 
expected inNdjamena this weekend to attend Goukouni's victory celebrations, will be going 
at a time when there are 6,000 Libyan troops in Chad, plus aircraft and armored vehicles. 
We must remind listeners that on Monday a Libyan envoy will be received at the Quai 

d*Orsay by Foreign Minister Jean Francois-Poncet, who will express the concern felt by 
France at Libya's policy in Africa, particularly in Chad. Jean Francois-Poncet will recall 
that France is neither inactive nor indifferent but supports any initiative that might be 
started by the African heads of state aimed at restoring peace, unity and independence to 
Chad. 


Libya Warned on Interfererce 
LD231024 Paris Domestic Service in French 0700 GMT 23 Dec 80 


[Text] Regarding Chad, Paris has issued a new warning to Libya. The French prime minister 
on foreign affairs met his Libyan counterpart in Paris last night and recalled the principle 
of noninterference in internal affairs that rules relations between states and guides 
France's policy in Africa. In other words, Paris wishes that the people of Chad determine 
their future on their own, free from any foreign military presence. Once again, Ralph 
Pinto, France wants an African solution. 


[Pinto] There was straight talking and, as the diplomats say, the French minister of 
foreign affairs spoke to Al-Qadhdhafi's minister in very firm terms, telling him: Leave Chad 
free to do what it wants. Withdraw. There are agreements--those of Lagos-~-for all the 
Chadian factions to come to agreement, and we are ready to help them. The communique of the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs is thus the logical follow-up to a first communique published 

a little more than a week ago at the Elyse~. Libya is not violently denounced, it is not 
being attacked, but it is made to understand that the African family will not be able to 
tolerate Libvan interference for long. One has to ask now whether Al-Oadhdhafi can heed 

the advice or can admit that in fact he has made a mistake, and one has to rely on a new 
conference, the sixth, still in Lagos, in Nigeria which begins this morning. This time it 
is between 10 heads of state, but who is going to come for Libya? At any rate, Colonel 
al-Qadhdhafi's Chadian proteges do not want to make the journey. However, Libyan aggression 
and imperialism are so flagrant that it is well possible this time that the Lagos con- 
ference will agree, at least, and firmly on one directive: Hands off, Al-Qadhdhafi. 


ROBERT GALLEY APPOINTED DEFENSE MINISTER 





LD221910 Paris Domestic Service in French 1800 GMI 22 Dec 80 


[Excerpt] Robert Galley has been appointed minister of defense. He succeeds Joel le 
Theule who died of a heart attack a little over 1 week ago. Mr Galley keeps his portfolio 
of minister of cooperation and will thus occupy two posts. The choice is logical and 

does not cause surprise. 


REAGAN, HAIG SEEN AS ‘PERFECTLY COHERENT’ TEAM 





LD221531 Paris LE FIGARO in French 18 Dec 80 p 1 


[Jacques Jacquet-Francillon article: "Why Haig?"] 


[Text] The mandate conferred on him by the nation was clear: Enough evasions! Ronald 
Reagan has realized this and has »% e¢ a good start. Even before settling down in the 
Oval Office, he has just shown tha. he is able to take risks to achieve his objective. 
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What he wanted was to entrust Gen Alexander Haig with the task of implementing his policy. 
As for the risk, it is that the Republican Senate majority could be unable to prevent the 
Democratic opposition from turning the public debate preceding the vote confirming the 
next secretary of state into an interminable inquiry into the past of Richard Nixon's 
former aide. Ted Kennedy, whose eyes are already riveted on the 1984 horizon, is not con- 
cealing his intention of doing just that. And he has the means to do it. 


So was it incispensable to choose for the highest office in the Cabinet hierarchy a man 
who was White House chief of staff in the months preceding the epilogue to the Watergate 
drama? Even though no one has ever accused him of any misdeed, would it not be easy to 
stir up through him the mud of a scandal which cost America so much and which, as it were, 
crippled the Republican Party for 6 years? 


Perhaps not all the olddemons have yet been exorcised. There is a danger. Ronald Reagan 
is defying it because he believes that General Haig is the best choice. Why? 


Because 2f his ability and of the experience he has of both strategic and military problems 
and international problems as a whole. This is certain. But even more because his very 
presence at the head of the State Department wil) represent a deterrent force against the 
Soviet Union which will limit the Kremlin's roor, for maneuver. 


For no one can have any doubts about the former NATO supreme commander's determination. He 
has always clearly and openly said what he thinks. He did not wait for the Red Army in- 
vasion of Afghanistan to denounce the illusions of detente. He denounced them as soon as 
Fidel Castro's first "Barbudos" landed in Angola. 


His favorite leitmotiv, which he again repeated on the rostrum of the Republic convention 

in Detroit on the eve of Reagan's nomination, can be summarized in a few words: Any 

attempt to turn "detente" and “security” into the two “pillars” of the West's defense policy 
is a delusion. In Alexander Haig's view these two “pillars” must be “strength” and 
reciprocity. 


This message has a double meaning. Obviously, it is addressed to Moscow, but it is also 
addressed to America's European allies, about whose weakness and partiality for shillv- 
shallying he learned from personal experience only too well when he was recently in command. 


Now Ronald Reagan has adopted these formulas because they very closely represent views 
which he has long held. Reagan-Haig: The team is perfectly coherent. What it means is 
consistent with the choice made by the American electorate on 4 November. It foretells 
that the “awakening” of the great nation which Jimmy Carter has been unable to mobilize is 
to become reality. This could well cause a stir. 


FRENCH MISSILE FIRMS SURVEYING IRAQI MARKET 





LD1816]4 Paris LE MONDE in French 11 Dec 80 p 12 


{Jacques Isnard report: "Iraq Is Trying To Buy a Modern Anti-Aircraft Missile System 
From France” ] 


[Text] Iraq has questioned French arms suppliers on the terms under which it could be 
supplied with a close-range anti-aircraft defense system using missiles. Two of the 
industrial groups concerned, the private Matra group and the National Industrial Aerospace 
Company [SNIAS] already have missions in Iraq sounding out the Iraqi market or are about 
to send such missions. 


Iraq, drawing initial conclusions from its conflict with Iran, has noted that its terri- 
tory's air cover is inadequate, particularly against aircraft attacking at low altitude. 
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The weapons systems which provide such air protection and which are designed in France 
are the Matra‘'s Crotale surface-to-air missiles which has already been sold to foreign 
countries (to several Arab states in particular) and SNIAS" Roland surface-to-air missile 
which is jointly produced with the FRG and marketed by the Euromissile Export Company 
(particularly to several Latin American countries and under license by Boeing and Hughes 
in the United States). 


Desnite their differences the Crotale and Roland call upon fairly similar operating princi- 
ples: very short reaction time, mobility according to the objectives to be defended, and 
automation of the operations for the missile's employment for ranges of 6kmto 7 kn. 


The initial requirements expressed by Iraq comprise 200 weapon launching systems--an 
armored vehicle carrying several launching ramps which can be recharged with missiles--and 
the accompanying electronics systems. The French Airforce is equipped with Crotale 
missiles while the navy opted for a naval version of the Matra missiles and the French 
Army has ordered 200 Roland systems. 


At the same time Iraq has revived its plan to modernize its naval forces and the French 
and Italians are competing for the deal. In addition to purchasing surface ships Iraq is 
contemplating buying Matra's Otomat anti-ship missile. The recent conclusion of a similar 
naval contract between rrince and Saudi Arabia has prompted French suppliers to make new 
offers to Iraq. 


In a written question to the defense minister, so far unanswered, Charles Hernu, PS 
deputy for Le Rhone, expressed concern over the supply to Iraq of Mirage F-1 interceptors 
which may have been taken from the supplies intended for the French Air Force. 


PCF RESPONSE TO POSSIBLE USSR POLAND INTERVENTION 





WA221700 Paris LE POINT in French 1 Dec 80 p 45 

[Text] Since July the PCF has defined the terms of its reaction to the possible entry of 
Soviet troops into Poland: It will condemn the intervention while, at the same time, 
finding extenuating circumstances. 


MARCHAIS ON RELATIONS WITH PS, ELECTORAL TACTICS 








LD191301 Paris L'HUMANITE in French 6 Dec 80 p 1 
{[Unattributed report: "Yes to Union But ion for Real Change") 


{Text] Georges Marchais, who was in La Var yesterday, replied to three questions asked 

by French Television Channel 3 in Nice. The journalist questioned the Communist presiden- 
tial candidate on PS National Secretary Lionel Jospin's recent statement that if Francois 
Mitterrand were to be elected, the Communists would participate in the government provided 
they played the game and stood down in the second round. 


George Marchais: Listen, Lionel Jospin is in no position to impose preconditions. Before 
talking about the second round we must wait until the first round is over. As far as the 
PCF is concerned, our position is clear. We want to put an end as quickly as possible to 
this government and its policy, which is having disastrous consequences for the workers 
and for the nation. Our adversary is Giscard d'Estaing. We want to defeat him. We want 
change. It is in that spirit that I submitted 131 proposals to the French people, listing 
4 objectives and 3 means of attaining them. Therefore we want to defeat Giscard d'Estaing. 
We want to do so to bring about change, real change and to steer the country out of the 
crisis. Of course that presupposes the formation of a powerful people's movement, a 
majority movement of French men and women. It presupposes struggle, it presupposes a 
union, the leftwing union. That is our policy. 
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Question: However, the leftwing union is in a bad state. 


Georges Marchais: If the leftwing union is in a bad state it is because the PS broke it 
in 1977. At that time we said: The PS has swung to the right. Today Lionel Jospin is 
suggesting to Chirac, who is responsible for the present policy and who gives full support 
to Giscard d'Estaing in the National Assembly, that he should be given ministries. Today 
the PS is saying it is prepared to govern with Chirac. Well, French men and women realize 
that the Communists did not deceive them when they spoke of the PS* swing to the right 

in 1977. We Communists want union, union for real change, for a different policy serving 
the workers. I would like to add that the Communists will struggle for victory to the 
end. They are prepared to assume all their responsibilities in running the country's 
affairs. Moreover, I think that one of the fundamental reasons for the difficulties we 
are experiencing is that the working class and the Communists, its representatives, have 
all too long been kept out of running the nation's affairs. 


LE MONDE: PRESIDENCY CONTACTS PS, RPR ON ‘AFFAIRS’ 





LD191029 Paris LE MONDE in French 11 Dec 80 p 44 


[Text] On Wednesday, 10 December, LE CANARD ENCHAINE published an article stating that 

the Presidency of the Republic has contacted the PS and RPR in hopes of ensuring that 

those parties’ candidates do not mention the “affairs,” particularly the Bokassa diamonds 
affair, during the election campaign. The article's author specifies that Elysee Secretary 
General Jacques Wahl had a meeting in this connection with one of Francois Mitterrand's 
closest advisers and that delegate Jean Riolacci had a meeting with Charles Pasqua, 

senator for Hauts-de-Seine, who until 1979 was Mr Chirac's adviser on RPR organization. 


The Elysee has refused to comment on this. PS spokesman Laurent Farius adopted a similar 
position, recalling his party's stance: “In this affair, as in any other, the PS demands 
that the matter be clarified without any personal attacks being made." However, it should 
be noted that, if there has been any meeting, it does not seem to have altered the PS 
attitude. During the latest Press Club broadcast Claude Estier, director of the Socialist 
weekly, L'UNITE, questioned Mr Monory on Bokassa's gifts, referring to an article in LE 
MONDE. In addition, in its subsequent edition L'UNITE returns to the Delpey affair. 


Mr Pasqua, however, categorically denies the allegation and told us: "I have never met 
with Mr Riolacci to discuss that matter, neither in person nor by telephone nor in any 


other way. The suggestion is absurd." 


GISCARDIST-GAULLIST RELATIONS SEEN DETERIORATING 





LD191211 Paris LE MU.JE in French 16 Dec 80 pp 1, 10 


[Noel-Jean Bergeroux article: “Relations Between Ciscard d'Estaing and Gaullists Continue 
To Deteriorate”] 


[Text] Gaullism and the Gaullists: Through the end of his 7-year term in office this 
will have been the basic political problem which the chief of state has had to deal with. 
And you need to be very naive to believe--or to pretend to believe--as the French 
Democratic Union delegate general, Mr Pinto, does, that “there is no reason for there 

to be any other majority candidates than Mr Giscard d'Estaing in 1981." On the contrary, 
everything points to the fact that there will be others and at present it is they who are 
the main topic of discussion. 


Be that as it may, things have evolved considerably since the RPR chairman was reproached 
by his own friends for shouting too loud. 
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There has been a striking chain of events in recent weeks: No sooner had the Gaullists' 
official leader adopted a stance of caution and relative silence than another champion 
emerged and announced that he was waging the struggle on beh2zlf of all the general's 
heirs. Does this champion seem to be marking time and slow to get his second wind? 
Evangelism [pasionaria] takes over and launches an attack. 


Jacques Chirac, Michel Debre and Marie-France Garaud: It seems that Gaullism can no 

longer exist under Giscardism without invoking revolt via one voice or another. Marie- 
France Garaud's 7 December letter to the chief of state is the latest example of this: 
passion, resentment, more passion and relentless hostility. Did she really ever believe 

in Giscardism? Did she believe in it for a single moment even in 1974 when she advised 

Mr Chirac to abandon his own party's candidate, Chaban-Delmas, and support Ciscard 
d‘Estaing? It seems uniikely now, and yet that would be ignoring the facts. A reading of 
the letter, revealing the aggressiveness, the meticulous reproaches, with which she 
explains to the chief of state how he cheated her, reveals the extent of her disappointment. 


It is undoubtedly a disappointment of a political nature, but also a disappointment for 
tactical ends. Indeed, the studied toughness of the letter and the desire to publish it 
reflect a specific need: Mrs Garaud wants to secure among the Gaullists the role of an 
attacker ignorant of hidden thoughts of retreat and of scruples of moderation. 


She is in fact convinced that the Gaullist party's representative in the presidential 
race, whoever he is, will inevitably be obliged to reflect on his opposition to the 
outgoing president when the time comes for the decisive choice to be made--when this 
candidate will have to say either “all in all, I prefer the outgoing president's victory" 
or “never mind, abstain, even if it means ensuring the victory of the Socialist adversary 
backed directly or indirectly by the Communist Party." 


It is this unavoidable obligation which Mrs Garaud is evoking when she writes in LE NOUVEL 
OBSERVATEUR: “The candidate backed by the RPR in line with that party's present policy 
will objectively serve the outgoing president." And it is this “objective service” which 
she wants to show herself shunning when she publishes her fierce criticisms of the chief 
of state. 


The letter is an indictment. It also frees its author of an “objectively” Giscardian past 
and also of a future governed by other impediments--a real impediment, because Mrs 
Garaud's steadfast anticommunism could well lead her to dislike one candidate less than 
the other in the second round, if she remains consistent with herself. In this way she 
would “obiectively” be serving one candidate more than the other. 


Major Disaffection 


Furthermore, the great hulaballioo at present being created by the Gaullist "precandidates," 
together with the major public disaffection with Giscardism, is prompting some RPR 
representatives to advocate the mobilization of their own party. When Charles Pasque 
talks, as he did on Saturday, of the probability of Mr Chirac standing as a candidate, 

is he simply speaking in a personal capacity or has he been instructed to maintain interest 
in this candidacy, which the RPR chief has personally forbidden himself to mention before 
January? To keep silent is one thing but to leave others to speak on one's behalf is 
another, which is perhaps not entirely consistent with Mr Chirac's temperament--especially 
when as a politician he must be aware of the favorable signs among the public. 


For his part, Pierre Messmer is loudly urging his comrades to show a little more unitary 
spirit. One cannot fail to recall his failure in the same role in 1974, on Mr Chirac's 
behalf. 
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As for Chaban-Delmas, once again he is plunging into complex saneuvers and it is no 

longezs very clear whether he is trying to rally the minor Gaullist groups with Giscard 
d*Estaing via Mr Debre's candidacy or complicating the UDF's task by drawing “analogies” 
between Gaullism and radicalism. So many subtleties are likely to harm someone eventually. 
But as for whom. ... 


As for the president of the republic, everything seems to indicate that his present 
assessment is that the multiplicity of Gaullist candidates only benefits Giscard d‘Estaing. 
Of course this multiplicity reveals a breakup of the family, but it also threatens to 
permit the establishment of more voices in the hostility against the head of state, not 

to mention the anxieties which Mr Chirac's possible candidacy seems to be increasingly 
inspiring here. It is no coincidence, therefore, that Mr Lecanuet--who is never the last 
to “sense” such things--took the RPR chairman so vigorously to task on Sunday evening's 
Press Club on Europe 1. Just as perhaps it is no accident that Mrs Garaud has been 
prompted to complain of the small coverage she has been given on television and radio. . 


As well as this unfavorable--to say the least--climate in the medium term, in the 
immediate term Giscard d‘Estaing has the political problem posed by the untimely death 
of Defense Minister Joel le Theule. It will certainly not be easy to replace this 
competent man in military matters. If the head of state wishes to maintain the 
government's balance, he will have to find someone who will neither be rejected by the 
RPR . .. nor be unacceptable to Giscardists. Of course people are already mentioning 
the names of figures who could be called on to take charge of the Defense Ministry in 
the next few days. But we also recently saw another sign of what hard times these are 
for Giscardism and even for the Gaullists most favorably disposed toward it: Cliver 
Guichard wrote in LA REVUE DES DEUX MONDES some very restrained remarks concerning the 
reasons for the decline in "friendly relations between the majority and the president” 
(see LE MONDE 11 December). 


Some Gaullists seem to be showing less support than ever: Over one third (38 percent) of 
the population believe that if the presidential elections are a “farce” it is “because of 
the disappointment caused by the policy pursued by the majority,” while 16.1 percent are 
apparently “quite keen" to vote for a clown, a degree of popularity whose negative “troughs” 
have few precedents; the continuing threat posed by the enduring Bokassa diamonds affair 
(Mr Lecanuet’s answer in this connection on Europe 1 perhaps implies a desire on the 
Elysee Palace's part to excise this wound)--together these are no small matter. Valery 
Giscard d'Estain has decided to await his moment and to play a game of patience by 
planning a campaig=: whose objective will without a doubt be to stand out clearly apains* 
the prevailing climate and to reestablish a balance in his own favor. But lately one 
side of the scales has been overburdened. 
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SAUDI FOREICN MINISTER AL-FAYSAL CONCLUDES VISIT 





AU220831 Rome ANSA in English 0822 GMT 22 Dec 


[Text] Rome, 22 Dec (ANSA)--Saudi Foreign Minister Sa'ud al-Fayssai wound up a two-day 
visit to Italy over the weekend, followed by a joint communique ixsued simultaneously 
in Rome and Jiddah Sunday. The document stressed that the visit was seen as deepening 
and strengthening bilateral relations between Italy and Saudi Arabia and between Europe 
and the Arab world, a policy both actively pursue. 


The talks Faysal had in Rome stressed bilateral cooperation, but also the respective 
regional roles of the two countries on a political, economic and cultural level. Faysal 
and his Italian counterpart Emilic Colombo gave top priority to the finding of an overall 
solution to the Arab-Israeli conflict, a solution based on the principles of an Israeli 
withdrawal from all the land occupied since 1967 (including Jerusalem) and sel f-deter- 
mination for the Palestinian people within the context of a fair, ond lasting settlement 
that restores peace, stability and security to the region. 


The two sides also recalled the resolutions with which the United Nations General Assembly, 
the Islamic Conference and the European Economic Community condemned the Soviet interven- 
tion in Afghanistan as a violation of the fundamental principles of the U.N. Charter at 
the expense of an independent, Islamic, neutral and nonaligned nation. 


Given the continued Soviet military presence in Afghanistan, the two sides reiterated the 
need for a total withdrawal of these forces so that the Afghan >eople can freely determine 
their own future without foreign interference. The two sides also underscored the impor- 
tance of economic and trade ties between Italy and Saudi Arabia, relations that will be 
fully developed along lines of mutual interest. With this in view, it was agreed that a 
mixed Italo-Saudi commission should meet as soon as possible and that concrete contacts 
should be made between public and private companies from both countries. 


The Saudi foreign minister invited Colombo to make an official visit to Saudi Arabia. 
Colombo accepted with pleasure and the date of the visit is to be set up through normal 
diplomatic channels. 


SOVIET AUCCTU DELEGATION DISCIYSSES POLAND 





LD221655 Rome L'UNITA in Italian 18 Dec 80 p 20 
{[Unattributed report: “Rome Meeting of Soviet, Italian Trade Union Delegations” |] 


[Text] Rome--A delegation of the Soviet All-Union Central Council of Trade Unions 
[AUCCTU] led by Secretary and International Division Chief Aleksandr Subbotin visited 
Italy from 7-14 December at the invitation of the Italian General Confederation of 
Labor-Italian Confederation of Labor Unions--Italian Union of Labor Confederation. The 
Soviet trade union delegation had meetings with a delegation of the Italian federations’ 
International Bureaus led by Bureau Chiefs Militello, Gabaglio and Izzo. 


During the talks, which took place in an open and cordial atmosphere, there was a broad 
exchange of information on the situation and the role of the trade union organizations 
in the respective countries. The two delegations also »roached numerous foreign policy 
issues, presenting their own viewpoints. Among other things, the Italian side confirmed 
"the positive verdict on the democratization process set in motion by the Polish workers’ 
struggles" and expressed grave concern at the foreign pressures and threats with respect 
to Poland. 
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PCI OFFICIAL DEMARCHES OPPOSE POLISH INVASION 





LD221229 Rume L'UNITA in Italian 10 Dec pp 1, 15 


[“Unattributed report: “PCI's Official Demarches With Respect to Eastern Bloc Communist 
Parties”) 


[Excerpt] Rome--"The PCI Directorate has carried out official demarches over the past few 
days with respect to the communist parties of countries belonging to the Warsaw Pact to 
make known the Italian Communists’ anxieties concerning the situation in Poland.” This 
was announced yesterday by the PCI Press Bureau, in a co7™unicue which adds: “The PCI 
Directorate welcomes the agreements reached between the rerresentatives of the workers 
and authorities of the Polish state and hopes that they will be positively implemented. 
At the same time, it emphasizes the dangers constituted by foreign interference and the 
very grave consequences that would result from a military intervention in that country. 
The substances of these demarches was announced in Comrade Paolo Bufalini’s statement 
published in L'UNITA 6 December, and confirmed by Comrade Gerardo Chiaromonte in the 
conclusions of the national conference on state-aided industry.” 


NAPOLITANO OUTLINES PCI'S VIEW OF POLISH EVENTS 





LD221211 Rome LA REPUBBLICA in Italian 13 Dec 80 pp 1,3 ("dossie: supplement) 


[Giampaolo Pansa interview with PCI Secretariat member Ciorgio Napolitano: “If the USSR 
Makes a Mistake There Will Be a Break With Us") 


[Text] PCI Leader Giorgio Napolitano told me: “During the night of 20-21 August 1968 

a telephone call from L'UNITA informed me that the Soviet military intervention in 
Czechoslovakia had begun. Longo was in Moscow and in his absence I was in charge of the 
party Secretariat. So on the rorning of the 2lst 1 had to summon the Politburo comrades.” 


[Question] What happened? 


[Answer] There were no doubts concerning the substance of the “stern disagreement” that 
we had to express. Longo expressed the same opinion when we managed to speak on the tele- 
phone later that morning. The party secretary was very upset: Early in August there had 
been the Bratislava meeting and its reassuring outcome had suggested that the situation 
was not abwt to deteriorate rapidly. Having secured Longo's approval, we issued our 
communique of disagreement. 





[Question] Were there any disputes regarding the “disagreement” at that morning's meeting? 
[Answer] No. In any case we could not go back on the PCI Directorate's 17 July resolu- 
tion following Pajetta's and Galluzzi's return from Moscow. 


[Question] What did the Directorate document say’ 

[Answer] First it reasserted the PCI's solidarity with the policy of the Czechoslovak 

new course. Next it stated quite clearly that the differences of assessment between 
Dubcek's communist party and other Eastern-bloc communist parties concerning the regenera- 
tion process in Prague should be dealt with through bilateral or multilateral talks and 
within full observance of the principle of nonintervention. So as far as we were con- 
cerned the path of disagreement was already laid out. Nevertheless, it was a very trying 
time for us. And it was no easy matter to shoulder that responsibility. 


[Question] What *tout Longo? 
{Answer} He did even more. On his way back from Moscow he stopped over in Paris and 


expressed “disapproval” of the intervention. 
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It was a word which must have carried great weight for a leader such as he, who had 
ex-»rienced an “iron bond” with the USSR between the wars. One must bear in mind his 
political and human tragedy. I believe that this was one of the reasons for the sick- 
ness which struck him about a month later.... 


[Qestion] How did the grassroots view it? 

[Answer] There was a debate and we witnessed some disputes. But there was broad sup- 
port. Indeed, the late August Central Committee meeting added further reasons for our 
disagreement and formulated a number of stances which transcended the Czechoslovak issue 
and which, unfortunately, proved topical many years later and which are still topical 
nov. 


[Question] And what did you say? 

[Answer] We stated that the Soviet intervention stemmed from a view of socialism and of 
its defense that should be rejected--the view that the mere emergence of opinions 
different from those of other communist parties constitutes an immediate threat to a 
socialist regime. It is the view which leads people to regard as agents of imperialism 
anyone in an Eastern bloc country who raises the issue of regenerating society, the 
political system or the party; the view on the basis of which the ideological conflict 
in those countries should be waged with administrative measures or military interven- 
tions rather than with purely ideological weapons. 


[Question] The same thing is happening in Poland, is it not? 
[Answer] I believe that these views, which we openly and vigorously condemned in 1968, 
are proving to t= still alive and active in certain Eastern bloc comownist parties. 


[Question] But in 1976 on the 20th anniversary of the Budapest uprising, Longo and 
Amendola confirmed in L'UNITA that the Soviet intetvention in Hungary was correct. Are 
there perhaps good and bad tanks? 


[Answer] I remember those two articles. And I must tell you that we are indeed still 
attached to the idea that 1956 in Hungary was something different from 1968 in 
Czechoslovakia. 


[Question] But where does this difference lie? 

[Answer] With regard to the Hungary of 1956 you cannot talk in terms of a Communist 
Party that involved itself successfully in a peaceful process of political regeneration 
and was then indicted and eventually overthrown by a foreign military intervention. 
Budapest was in fact the theater for a tragic rupture and an outright collapse of both 
party and state. 


[Question] But the Soviet tanks did their work along the Danube toc... 

[Answer] I am not evading the principle of nonintervention. But I ask myself the 
following question: Was this principle violated in the same unmistakable way both in 
Hungary in 1956 and in Czechoslovakia in 19687 I believe this is a legitimate subject 
for debate, but I insist on the major differences between the two situations. Further- 
more, how can I put it?--you can invoke the exceptional nature of a particular situation 
to justify even a military invasion once, but you cannot do it twice. 


[Question] And yet what happened the second time, in Prague, and what is threatening 
to happen for the third time, in Warsaw, should prompt you to revise your old verdict 
on Hungary.... 

[Answer] Frankly I see no advantage in 4 summary revision 24 years later. In any case, 
that verdict has become more complex and problematical already, as a seminar organized 
by the Gramsci Institute has shown. 
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[Guestion] WNevertheless, shoul you not “rehabilitate” the comrades expelled from the 
PCI in 1956? 

[Answer] They were not expelled: they left. And the door has always been o7en to any 
of them who wanted to return. 


[Question] But who was right, you or they’ 
[Answer] We do not ask anyone who comes back to acknowledge that ce were right. 


[Question] But Warsaw today is very reminiscent of Budapest in 1956.... 

[Answer] I say that it is reminiscent above all of Poland in 1956. As for the present, 
“es have judged as positive the way in which the Polish Communist Party has reacted to the 
explosion of a new movement among the workers and managed to produce a leadership group 
open to the demand for a real regeneration. And we hope that there will be the desire and 
the possibility to carry this line forward, to begin a change in the political system and 
in relations between the party and trade unions which will permit a richer and freer social 
life ir Poland. 


[Question] Deputy Napolitanc, Moscow does not like what the PCI is hoping for and is 

reacting badly to the PCI"s stances. Did it react badly to vour “disagreement” in 19687 

[Answer] Yes, the Soviets were polemical with us....bet, you see, proper diplomatic rules 

have gained ground even in relation among communist parties. When at the 12th PCI Coneress 

in Bologna in 1969 Longo presented a report which confirmed all our stances on the military e 
intervention in Prague, Zagladin, who was a member of the CPSU delegation, was keen to 

have an autographed copy of the report right away. 


[Question] Perhaps because Zaglacin's ears were not accustomed to hearing such words 
from a communist leader.... 

[Answer] No, believe me: JZagladin is a person of considerable political and diplomatic 
perspicacity. 


[Question] Did you read Zagladin's interview with LA REPUBBLICA’? What do you think of it? 
[Answer] It confirms my assessment of him, though obviously for various reasons we 

cannot be satisfied with the interview. 
[Question] You too were very “diplomatic” with Prague. Following the tanks in 1968, the 
PCI abandoned Dubcek to his fate.... 

[Answer] That is not true. After August, as long as part of that leadership group remained 
standing, we tried to give it our support, partly in nonpublic ways. For instance, we tried 
to maintain links with people such as Smrkovsky. Adn we pressed for a possible return 

of new course representatives to their rights and their political role, within the context 
of some kind of compromise. Unfortunately, our effort was unsuccessful. I would like to 
point owt too that since then owr relations with the Czechoslowak Communist Party [CPCZ] 
have been broken off. 


Question] What about Pelivan’? When he arrived in Italy as an exile he received assistance 
from [PSI secretary! Craxi but not from you. 

[Answer] I do not believe that Pelikan could have agreed to wage his battle within the 
limits of a collective ef‘ort such as that of the PCI which, despite the very serious 
disagreements following Prague, intended to conduct a critical dialogue with the USSR 
within full auwtonomy.... 


{Question} Translated into clear terms, does that mean that Pelikan is too anti-Soviet for 
you? 

[Answer] I consider it natural that Pelikan chose a path which enabled him to carry out 
his initiative without any of the anxieties and precautions which 4 major party such as 
ours, on the other hand, cannot ignore. Or let us say rather--could not ignore.... 
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[Question] Do you feel closer to Pelikan or to the normalizer of Prague, CPCZ Secretary 
Husak’ 

[Anewer] I definitely feel closer to the experience and line of what was called the 
Prague opring. 


(Question] What doos Husak represent for you. 
[Answer] He is an old communist leader with whom I am not acquainted, whose past ve 
always respected, but who after 1966 assumed a function which we cannot justify. 


[Question] I will of you what I once asked Berlinguer: are there any potential Husaks 


in the PCI? 
,.newer] Definitely not, Frankly I do not believe so. 


[Question] Some people sav that if the PCI now really does break away from the USSR, 
another, pro-Soviet, communist party led by one of you will emerge in Italy.... 

[Answer) This is not a new hypothesis. But it has never found the slightest foundation, 
even at times of acute divergence between ourselves and the USSR, even when with respect 
to the historical experience that began with the October Revolution we changed from an 
essentially apologetic attitude to a rigorous historical and critical approach. Remen- 
ber what happened and what we said at the time of the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. 


[Question] Yes, you did condemn it. But what a difference from Vietnam! Did you not 
send the partisans fighting the Sovicts even a box of aspirins.... 

[Answer] I do not believe that anyone has sent anything! Other parties have conducted 
propaganda, however. Nevertheless, you cannot deny the extreme difficulty of identifying 
in Afghanistan a resistance movement politically definable and acceptable to us as an 
interlocutor. Be that as it may, following the invasion, the PCI did refuse to attend 
the Paris Communist Party conference. Precisely ii. commection with Kabul, we tried to 
promote 4 new internationalism and to fight for a new and much more open view of ovr 
relations with the other communist parties. And there is another reason for rejecting 
the propagandist suggestions of other leftwing Italian parties. 


[Question] What is that’ 
[Anewer] You see, the respect which we enjoy among other communist parties and in the 
East European countries enables us to perform a role in the interests both of detente 


and of the regeneration of these regimes. 


[Quertion; Could you make that clearer, Deputy Napolitano’ 
[Anewer] We ere convinced that our ideas are heeded and objectively exert an influence 
in the East European countries. And we hope that the anxieties which we have expressed 


over Poland can carry some weight now. 


[Question] Perhaps you are deluding + «streelves. The USSR still reasons according to the 
logic of an imperial bloc; it sees t t an opposition party, Solidarity, has emerged in 
Poland and is afraid of the contagii spreading to the other Communist bloc countries. 
Within thie framework, what inflwenc can your anxieties have on the Kremlin leaders? 
l[Anewer) Firet, it must be clearly repeated that neither Solidarity nor the Polish 
Communist Party wants to challenge Yalta or is aiming at all at an overthrow of the 
alliances and en alteration of the balance between the blocs. 
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[Question] But this is exactly what the USSR is afraid of.... 

[Answer] This is an unacceptable assessment on the Soviets’ part. And it would be 
dangerous if, for the sake of it, an attempt were to be made to impede every regenera- 
tion process in certain Eastern bloc countries--namely those where the degree of consen- 
sus with the communist regime is smaller and the need for changes greater. Instead, we 
repeat with stubborn insistence that these processes must advance and it is possible to 
advance them. In Poland the extension of the bases of consensus through reforms and 
changes has become a necessity for that society's life and development and one which 
cannot be repressed much longer. 


[Question] It is very important for a PCI leader to say this. But it seems to me that 
the USSR is indeed planning to "repress" Poland.... 
[Answer] We should wait and see what the USSR will do. Let us take nothing for granted, 


[Question] If the irreparable does happen, what will your grassroots say? When the USSR 
attacked Afghanistan some of your members approved of the intervention. Old comrade , 
but also some young ones, said: "After all, the USSR must defend its borders..." or 
"the Red Army was made to be mobilized." 

[Answer] A distinction must be drawn between immediate, emotional, reactions, which can 
occur initially, and conclusions reached following a debate. And I would like to say 
this: In order to have the utmost consensus within the party with the line which we 
want to pursue with respect to Poland, it is important not to permit any confusions 
between this line and any tendency to abandon our socialist and internationalist ideals 
or to attenuate our struggle against all forms of imperialist exploitation and interven- 
tion in various parts of the world. Last, it is equally important to involve an 
ever-increasing number of our members in the decisions whereby our policy of total 
international autonomy evolves. 


[Question] It does not seem to me that there is any mass debate on Poland in the PCI 
sections.... 

[Answer] This is true. A pointer was given some weeks ago for a campaign on interna- 
tional issues and Poland and the delay is due solely to our entire organization's very 
major commitment in connection with the earthquake. But we intend to remedy this delay 
promptly. 


[Question] Paolo Robotti, one of the PCI's founding group, said on television that if 
you PCI leaders dare to break away from the USSR the grassroots will get rid of you.... 
[Answer] I do not believe there is any need to reply to an emotional outburst (which 
is how I wish to consider it) from an old comrade. 


[Question] One final question: Let us suppose that instead of a foreign intervention 
similar to the Prague coup, Solidarity's repression and Poland's normalization are 
entrusted to internal forces, namely the Warsaw army and pwlice. Would the repercus- 
sions on relations between you Italian Communists and the “sSR be equally irreperable? 
[Answer] Definitely. Though you have to draw the necessary distinctions, even in such 
an eventuality we could not close our eyes. 
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KKE LEADER FLORAKIS RAPS GREECE'S RETURN TO NATO 
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("ND interview with Kbarilaos Florakis, general secretary of the Central Committee of the 
Communist Party of Greece--Exterior: Return Into NATO~A Shackle For Greece"] 


[Text] The late October decision by the Athens government to reincorporate Greece 
into NATO's military organization has elicited a storm of protests amongout country's 
democratic forces and deep concern internationally. Kharilaos Florakis granted NEVES 
DEUTSCHLAND the following interview about the background and consequences of this step: 


Question: In the view of the Greek Communist Party [KKE], what are the consequences 
of your government's decision on Greece's reentry into the NATO military organization? 


Answer: The Greek working people regardless of party affiliation, have had bitter 
experiences with NATO. It was only a few years ago that they survived the 7-year 
military dictatorship and the junta putsch on Cyprus. The popular wrath was so 
extensive that the rightwing government found itself compelled in 1974 to resort to 
the maneuver of leaving the NATO military organization. One month ago it decided to 
reenter it. Our people feel the consequences that this action will have on the 
development of our country and of its life and therefore regard the reincorporation 
as a national sellout. 


The decision will have serious consequences on our country's international role, foreign 
policy and internal development. Particularly today in a period of great tensions in 
international relations stemming from the more intense aggressiveness of imperialism, 
the reincorporativun constitutes a cold war act and another blow to detente. 


The reincorporation with the aim of stabilizing NATO's southeast flank and the imminent 
signing of the U.S. base agreement will transform our country into an outpost for 
implementing the new aggressive strategic U.S. plans in the tense Middle East and 
Persian Gulf area. 


The shackles of the imperialist political, military and economic dependence of our 
country will tighten with the reincorporation. The armed forces will virtually come 
under the control of NATO and the United States. 


Greek foreign policy will be fully subjected to the NATO concept and its possibilities 
of pursuing a policy of peace, friendship and cooperation with all countries, parti- 
cularly with tie socialist and nonaligned ones, will decrease. 


By means of the reincorporation of our country in NATO, the imperialists are also 
pursuing the objective of implementing the old NATO plan for Cyprus to virtually divide 
Cyprus and maintain foreign troops and bases there. 


But the decision has far-reaching consequences not just on foreign policy. Our country's 
ruling class also regards NATO and the EC as supports in its struggle against the 
popular movement, for foiling a democratic upheaval and generally for stabilizing its 
dependent exploitation system which today is undergoing a deep crisis. 


Question: How do you assess the people's resistance to the decision? 


Answer: Large mass actions, parliamentary st uggles and election campaigns have 
developed for 6 years with the objective of leaving NATO altogether, removing U.S. bases 
from our territory and pursuing a policy of national independence and peace. 
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The overwhelming majority of Greek people objected to NATO which is why the rightists 
did mot dare in the 1977 elections to propagate the reincorporation in NATO as their 
political line. Today's return to NATO by the ruling “new democracy" party contradicts 
the will of the people and creates a rift with them. 


This is why our people immediately responded to the reincorporation decision with reso- 
lute protests, and multifaceted powerful demonstrations that enveloped the entire country. 
In these actions the KKE members and sympathizers stood in the foremost ranks. 


These struggles have merged with the vast mass actions and strikes of the working people 
against the government policy of moderation and self-containment. They have come to a 
climax thus far in the strike of 1.5 million working people that enveloped the entire 
country. 


Hence, there has been progress in developing the organized mass movement of the people 
which constitutes the sole path to the victory of another policy. With their resolute 
massive resistance the Greek people have shown that they will not recognize incorporation 
into the EC and NATO and the existence of foreign bases as an accomplished fact. 


Question: What prospects does the KKE see in the country's political life for develop- 
ing a policy of peace, cooperation and friendship in Greece? 


Answer: The "New Democracy" government was, and is even more so today, a minority 
government. It is discrediting itself by its policy of national sellout. Its immediate 
resignation and the calling of elections are an urgent national requirement. It is 
possible today for the forces of the democratic opposition to come out of the elections 
with a parliamentary majority and to jointly form a democratic government. If such a 
government relies on all anti-imperialist democratic forces, the organized people's 
movement and the KKE, it will have the power to implement a program of national inde- 
pendence, peace and cooperation with all countries, a program of democratization, cur- 
tailment of arbitrariness of the monopolies and development which benefits the people. 


The further resolute development of struggle, the purposeful strengthening of the KKE 
as the most consistent and indomitable force constitute basic prerequisites for achiev- 
ing this objective for the benefit of our people and for establishing the required 
alliance of the anti-imperialist forces. 
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VOTCP ON U.S. BASE DEMANDS, HsIG APPOINTMENT 





TA201323 (Clandestine) Voice of Turkish Communist Party in Turkish to Europe and Turkey 
0600 GMT 20 Dec 80 


{Station commentary: "On The Foreign Minister's News Conference"] 


[Excerpt] Foreign Minister Ilter Turkmen held a news conference in Ankara after his 
return from the NATO meetings. He gave evasive replies to various questions. For 
example, in reply to a question about his views om reports that the United States is 
using the Incirlik base as a depot within the framework of the recent bilateral agreements, 
Turkmen said: No such request has been submitted to Turkey. We do not know of such a 
thing. However, in an article published in MILLIYET on 12 December, Mehmet Ali Birand 
reported that the United States submitted its requests to Turkey concerning the Rapid 
Deployment Force it formed for possible intervention in the Middle East or the Gulf 
region. Birand had this to say about the U.S. request: The U.S. demand submitted to 
Turkey included the right for this force to pass over Turkey on its way to the Middle 
East, the right to refuel if necessary, and the right to pick up arms, ammunition and 
troops from certain parts of Turkey if necessary. 


For the time being, the junta said that Turkey cannot participate in any operation that 
remains outside the NATO framework. However, in recent NATO meetings in Brussels both 
U.S. administrators and NATO leaders have expressed the opinion that Turkey would not 
be able to resist pressures on this issue. Furthermore, there is also the bilateral 
slavery agreement signed with the United States during the Demirel government. This 
agreement gives permanence to the U.S. bases on our soil. It grants new spy and 
assault bases to the United States. It also grants U.S. imperialism the right to armed 
interference in Turkey's domestic affairs. 


The United States used the Incirlik base in its Iran adventure. General (Wood), who 
participated in this adventure, was formerly stationed at the Incirlik base. As pointed 
out by Senator for Life Tunckanat in a statement published in CUMHURIYET on 29 April, 
there are nuclear arms at the Incirlik base, which the United States views as a bridgehead 
for its policy of intervention in the Gulf. These nuclear arms constitute a great 

danger to security in our country and region. 


Is Foreign Minister Turkmen not aware of these realities? NEWSWEEK reported that Pentagon 
generals view Turkey as the ideal country and that they are preparing to delegate new 
responsibilities to Turkey in connection with the Middle East policy. Isn't Turkmen 

aware of this either? Of course, he is aware. However, he does not dare question U.S. 
administrators on this issue. Even if he asks he cannot learn the realities because the 
NATO and U.S. bases on our soil are closed to Turkish officials. The Turkish soldier is 
responsible for guarding these bases of aggression. Even this much is sufficient to 
confirm how our national sovereignty is being tramplea upon and how our national dignity 
is being ridiculed. 


The statement made by Turkmen on Haig's appointment as the U.S. secretary of state is 
heart breaking. Turkmen noted that this appointment will be beneficial for Turkey. He 
said: Haig is a former soldier. He is the former commander of the NATO allied forces. 
He is well acquainted with Turkey. He was understanding about the 12 September operation. 
Tui*kmen's statement on Haig's appointment is a disgrace to Turkey. As reported in an 
article in HURRIYET on 17 December, four separate court cases were filed against Haig 
during his term as chief of staff during the Nixon administration. Haig is a Pentagon 
general who has committed atrocities against the heroic people of Vietnam. He is a 
profiteer who was indicted in connection with his involvement in the Watergate scaudal. 
These characteristics show what kind of a contribution Haig will make to Turkey. It can 
be said that Haig's appointment is a manifestation of the policy of tension that 
endangers our national sovereignty. 


























